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A. Obijectives

CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The major objective of this project is the experimen-

tation and validation of techniques used in teaching rural

functional illiterate adults within the structure of giving

them limited stipends prorated on the basis of performance.

This project sought to demonstrate that the low income

rural illiterate can be motivated to learn when he is re-

warded for his increased efforts toward learning.

More specifically,’the major purposes of this research

project were:

1.

To determine change in academic performance with
two groups totalling 100 participants; one half
comprising the control group receiving a fixed
weekly stipend; the other half comprising the ex-
perimental group receiving a prorated weekly
stipend based upon class performance.

To make a comparison between the group receiving no
counseling in money management and the group receiv-
ing counseling in money management to ascertain

"effective use of funds.

To make a comparison of the two groups, experimental
and control, relative to. their personal character-
istics.

To conduct an analysis of all existing data relative
to literacy levels and class performance levels of
the control and the experimental groups.

b mam st i
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Observations in an earlier non-experimental prog%am

/

conducted in rural Alabama indicated that adults 41 %ears

old and older performed significantly better in reading
/

skills when they were given a 10-~15 cent per hour sitipend
. ﬂ /
prorated on the basis of performance than those adults 40

years old and younger who were given no stipends,

B. Rationale

Within the last decade there have been sevyeral educa-

tional and/or training programs which gave sulsistence allow-
‘ances or stipends to the participants. Based on certain
observations of several programs throughout /the United Statés,
this method of giving subsistence or stiper/ds raises critical
questions as to its effectiveneés beyond encouraging atten-

dance.

On the basis of research completed ap to now, evidence

seems to show that stipends or subsistejice allcwances may

guarantee good attendance but do littl¢: to motivate the illit-
erate to learn. The investigator hypgthesized that stipends
or subsiétence allowances when gi&en on a prorated basis
within the framework of performance will motivate the func-
tional illiterate adult to learn more and will cost the spon-

soring agencies less. Fair compet%tion among the poor and
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illiterate adults in getting an education may become an
essential timesaving device in addition to enhancing max-
imum learning.

It is equally as important to note that America is a
competitive society in many respects and that the illiterate
who is poor shouid be taught to compete within the structure
of the society. Opposite of this concept of fair competition
among Americans is the idea of annual guaranteed income or
negative income tax which would tend to destroy initiative
and competition. This investigator firmly believes that
any program designed to provide able~bodied individuals with
goods and services without their working and competing for
such goods and services is designed to destroy the fundamen-
tal fabric of the American society. To this end, therefore,
it is essential that this effort be understood within the
context of its many implications.

Peripheral to this main problem, but no less important
to the participants, was combining counseling with the basic
educational classes. Various techniques were used to counsel
and encourage the trainees to manage their financial resources

more judiciously. The need for such counsel was clearly
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warranted when answers to a questionnaire administered early
in the program revealed such practices as the use of the most
expensive sources of credit and discarding receipts of account

payments.

C. Description

The sample used in this study is comprised of 100 adults,
most of whom are functional illiterates. These adults were
randomly selected from two Alabama counties = 50 from Chambers
County which is 47 miles east of Tuskegee Institute, and 50
from Montgomery County which is 45 miles west of Tuskegee Insti--
tute. These adulﬁs ranged in age from 18-45 years and their
average reading level was 5th grade. The average professed
grade completed for thig group was 8th,

Control Group

These 50 adults representing the control group ranged in

age from 18-45 years, having completed the 1lst through 12th

grades. Many of those completing upper high school grades

did not function academically on this level. This was true
of the experimental as well as the control group. Their test

Scores revealed low ability in the areas of reading, spelling,

and mathematics.
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The location of the control group was in Chambers County,
in a predominantly rural setting. The school which housed the
Adult Basic Education classes was located in a small miil town
sur?ounded by other cotton mill towns.

This group received a fixed weekly stipend of $15.00.
Counseling and gﬁidance in money management was not provided
for this group; however, they were provided with some phase of
counseling. Their discussion sessions focused primarily upon
the family and the community.

This group met on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays from
4:00 P.M. until 8:00 P.M. Two teachers were assigned to this
group; each teacher was assigned to 25 participants. After
two months, the teachers exchanged groups so that at the end
of the first four months the 50 participants had been exposed:
to both teachers for the exact amount of time. The 50 par-
ticipants in this group were paid $15.00 per week in stipends

regardless of how well or how poorly they performed. Their

stipends were reduced by $5.00 for every class period missed. .
The teachers were both inexperienced, having just been

graduated from college in the field of education and social

studies. This was so designed because there are indications
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that teachers who have some years of experience in elementary
and high schools are, in general, poor teachers of adults.

Experimental Group

The 50 participants comprising the experimental group
ranged in age from 18-45 yearé. As indicated by them, they
completed the lst through the 12th grades.

This groﬁp was located in the city of Montgomery, the
state capitol. The close proximity of this group to an urban
area had great dimensions. The experimental and control groups
were closely equated in terms of tested achievement level,
‘age, educational background and income level. However, the
experimental group had been found to be more advanced intel-
lectually bf virtue of its environmental exposure. Inadver-
tently, it appeared that this group had acquired a practical
education that surpassed the control group located in a pre-
dominantly rural area. This provided the experimental group
with a type of sophistication not peculiar to the control
group.

The weekly discuésion sessions held with the program
counselor had great impact on the experimental group. Money

management and its many dimensions encompassing budgeting,
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record-keeping, and the handling of financial or business
matters, appeared to meet the personal needs of the group.
Tt has been observed that economically deprived people tend
to ﬁave a pragmatic attitude toward life in the sense that
ideas or information have value only in terms of their prac-
tical consequences. If what is being offered has immediate
personal relevance to their lives, then, it is important or
necessary information. Money management and mathematics
above other areas, appeared to meet this need. ’

As a supplement to counseling, a resource persqn spoke
to the group on two occasions, discussing such topics as
budgeting, managing family incomes, the handling of business
contracts, making loans and the types of insurance a family
may need.

Further, the program counselor administered a question-
naire to the experimental group in the first phase of the pro-
gram to ascertain how they managed their income. A second
administration of this éame questionnaire occurred near the -
close of the 32 week period to identify any changes in the

handling of income and the management of financial matters.

The experimental group was structured quite similar to

A3 N v
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the control group. The basic difference was that the 50
participants in this group were told at the beginning of
classes that they could earn as much as $25.00 per week
depending on how well they performed relative to their
classmates' performance. All participants started at $15.00
per week‘and approximately one-third could get an increase
of $1.50 per week and approximately one-third could éet_an
increase of $1.00 after the first two weeks and, of course,
the bottom one-third wou;d remain at $15.00 per week.

The two teachers in Montgomery County were also inex-
perienced college graduates in the field of education and
social science. Each teacher had 25 participants for two
months and then gfter two months they exchanged groups.
Here again, the 50 participants in this group were exposed
to the two teachers for exactly the same amount of time.

At the end of the first\four months, the two teachers

of the experimental group exchanged counties with the two

teachers of the control group. At the end of the two-month
period, the teachers within the counties exchanged grbups.
It was so designed, therefore, that the 100 participants in

the program were exposed to each of the four teachers for




the same amount of time.

D. Sampling Technigues

Recruitment

During the period of June 28 through August 5, the
administrative staff was engaged in interviewing and select-
ing teachers, teacher aides, counselor and clerical staff.
The period following August 5 through August 23, was spent
recruiting trainees in Chambers County. The methods used
by the staff in recruiting were varied - door to door con-
tact, radio announcements, leaflets, visitations to popular
“hangduts“, and contacts made through schools and churches.
Thesé methods were used primarily in the two counties with
a few exceptions.

Immediately following the one-week orientation program
and workshop which was planned and conducted for the Adult
Basic Education staff ( See appendix B), recruitment in
Montgomery County began. There was some delay in recruitment
in this county due to the difficulties encountered by the
staff in securing suitable classréom space; Once the class-

room sites had been established, the appraisal procedures

and the processing of applications began.
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' Numerous attempts were made in both counties to recruit

the male adult; but only a few made applications, resuiting
in fifteen,(lS) actually becomipg participants in the two
counties. (Ten males in Chambers County; five males‘in
Montgoﬁery County.) When contacted, many expressed a lack
of interest or had job commitments at the hours classes were
in session. ‘The male adult illiterate appeared relucﬁant to
become involved in an educational program. Of the 175 appli-
cants in the two counties, 45 were male adult applicants.

Those applicants not accepted into the Adult Basic Edu-
cation program were ineligible because of age, education, or
high reading level. Every effort was made to see that the
applicants'selected had an annual income of $2,000 or less.

Testing

Following the recruitment of adult participants, the
testing program and the selection of participants were under-
way in both counties. The standardized tests administered
during this period were:

1. The Wide Range Achievement Test (WRAT) - (Spelling,
Reading, Mathematics.)

2. The Revised Beta Test (Intelligence)

The Revised Beta Intelligence Test was re-administered
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at the end of 32 weeks to determine changes in I. Q. as a
result of changes in the participants' academic environment.
This test wés.administered,twice during the program.

The Wide Range Achiévement Test (WRAT) was administered

three times: (1) To determine those who were qualified (lst
through 8th gradés reading level) to participate in the pro-
gram; (2) to determine changes in grade equivalent after 16

weeks of teaching and to determine which group, if any, showed

e o 5 ok i £ s S 1 ¢

greater improvement after 16 wgeks of teaching; and (3) to -
determine changes in grade equivalent after 32 weeké of teaching | E
which was the end of the teaching process. |
The investigator recognized the possibility of the
practice effect having some influence on the test results,

but this in his opinion, would be unlikely with persons having

characteristics such as those found in the poor and the illit-

erate. Consequently, in an effort to guard against this, at

the end of the 32 week period,llevel ITI of the Wide Range

Achievement Test was administered, whereas level I was ad- ~

ministered previously.

The variables in the control group (number of teachers,

professed educational background, average annual income of
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participants, age, sex) were held constant as were the
variables in the experimental group with £he exception
of the participants comprising the experimental group who
were given stipends prorated on the pbasis of their class

pexrformance.

E. Limitaéion of Study

Recruitment

It was originally proposed that the sample would be
composed of 50 ﬁercent males in both counties, but sub-
sequent experiences indicated that this was impossible.

Testing

The Wide Range Achiecvement Test was preferred to the

Gray Oral Reading Test because the Wide Range Achievement

Test was a more comprehensive test and due,also,to the fact
that personnel was not available for individual testing.

The Wide Range Achievement Test included mathematics and

spelling as well as reading; the Gray Oral Reading Test

is exclusively what the title implies ~ reading.

Substituting for the Wechler Adult Intelligence Scale,

the Revised Beta Intelligence Test was used in the testing

program. The Revised Beta, a group test, was more
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convenliently used over the Wechler, an individually

administered test,




CHAPTER IIX

DESCRIPTION OF PARTICIPANTS

The chief concern of the program was to recruit students
in both counties who were closely equated in terms of age,
educational and economic backgrounds.

Individuals weré accepted on the basis of the following
criteria:

l. Age - 18 to 45 years of age

2. Sex - male and female

3. GCrade éompleted in school - 12th grade and under

4. Annual income - $2000 and under

5. Reading level -~ 9th grade and under

A. Age

The average age of the experimental group and the con-
trol group was 32.6 and 30.9, réspectively, with an age .
- range of 18-45 in the experimental group and 18-45 in the
control group. < For all practical purposes, the groups were
closely equated in age.

/
The age iﬁstribution was reported as shown in Table

1 on the fol%ﬁwing page.
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TABLE l. AGE DISTRIBUTION - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

.- ‘ Experimental Group Number Percent

Under 25 10 20.0
- 25 = 34 - 20 40.0
‘ 35 and Over 20 40.0

Of the 50 participants in the experimental group, 20
percent were under 25 years of age; 40 percent were between
! 25 and 34 years of age; 40 percent were 35 years and over.

The average age of the experimental group was 32.6,

.- with an age range of 18-45 years.

TABLE 2. AGE DISTRIBUTION — CONTROL GROUP

. Control Group Number Percent
! . .
. Under 25 . ‘ 8 16.0

. 25 - 34 : 29 58.0
& 35 and Over 13 26.0
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Of the 50 participants in the control group, 16.0
percent were under 25 years of age; 58 percent were between
25 and 34 years of age; 26 percent were 35 years and over.

The average age of the cqntrol group was 30.9, with
an age fange of 18-45 years. The control group had the
largest number of participants falling in the 25 - 34 age
group; the experimental group had a larger percentage fall-

ing in the 25 ~ 34 and 35 and over categories.

B. Seit

In both the experimental and the control groups, there
were fewer male participants than was anticipated. Of the
total population of 100 adults, males comprised 10.0 per-
cent of the experimental group and 16.0 percent of the con-
trol group. Females comprised 90.0 percent of the experimental

group; 84.0 percent of the control group.

TABLE 3. SEX DISTRIBUTION

Male  Percent Female Percent

ExperimentallGroup 5 10.0 45 90.0
Control Group 8 16.0 42 84.0 -
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C. Professed Grade Completed |

The gréde completed in échool was solely determined by
what the participants professed it to be. 70 percent of the
experimental group and 75 percent of the control group stated
they had completed grades 5 through 9. Of those completing
a grade level over the 9th, 28 percent were in the expefi—
mental group, and 24 percent were in the control group.
Only 2 percent of the participénts in each group completed a
grade lower than 5th.

The average professed grade completed for the experi-
mental and control groups was 8.4 and 8.6, respectively.
The range was 4th through 12th for the experimental group,
and 3rd through 12th for the control group. The two groups

were closely equated in terms of professed grades completed.

TABLE 4. PROFESSED GRADE COMPLETED - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

. Grade Number Percent
. Under 5 1 2.0
. 5 -9 35 70.0
. Over 9 : 14 28.0

dow

el
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TABLE 5. PROFESSED GRADE COMPLETED - CONTROL GROUP

Grade Number Percent

Under 5 1 2.0

5~9 - 37 74.0
24.0

Qver 9 12

D. Employment Status

The participants in.the experimental group lived in an
urban area with a population of approximately 160,000. Those
in the control group lived in a rural environment in the
small towns which surrounds numerous cotton mills and tex-
tile industries..

Due to the location of an industrial plant in Chambers
County, the home of the controlvgroup, job availability was
greater which may have accouqted for 66.0 percent of the con-
trol group being employed as compared to 58.0 percent of the

experimental group having employment. Another factor may

" have been the size and population. of the two counties.

Chambers was the smaller of the two with a less abundant

population than Montgomery County.




19

TABLE 6. EMPLOYMENT STATUS - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

Number Percent

Unemployed 21 42.0
Employed 29 58.0
TOTAL 50 100

Of the 50 participants in the experimental group, 58

percent were employed; 42 percent were unemployed.

TABLE 7. EMPLOYMENT STATUS - CONTROL GROUP

Number Percent
Unemployed 17 34.0
Employed 33 66.0
TOTAL 50 100

Of the 50 participants in the control group, 34 per-

cent were unemployed; 66 percent were employed.

Of those employed in the control group, 62.8 percent

or 22 of the participants were domestic workers; 3l.4

3 Q
.
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Percent or 1l of the participants were employed by the mills;
and 5.7 percent or 2 participants in the control group were
self-employed. -
Of those employed in thelexperimental group, 41.3 per-
cent orllz participants were public workers; 58.6 percent or

17 participants were domestic workers.

E. Marital Status

Marital status reported was that 64 percent of the
experimental group and 60 percent of the control group were
married; 24 percent of the experimental group and 18 percent
of the control group had been married but were not living
with spouse; 12 percent of the experimental group and 22

percent of the control group were unmarried.

TABLE 8. MARITAL STATUS - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

Number Percent
Married 32 64.0
v Not Living w/Spouse 12 24.0

Unmarried 6. 12.0

dl ERIC
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TABLE 9. MARITAL STATUS - CCNTROL GROUP

! Number Percent
Married 30 60.0
Not Living w/Spouse 9 18.0
Unmarried 11 22,0

F. Number of Children

70 percent of the experimental group, and 68 percent
of the control group had from 1 to 5 children; 4 percent
of the experimental group, and 16 percent of the control
group had no children; 26 percent of the experimental group,

and 16 percent of the control group had more than 5 children.

TABLE 10. NUMBER OF CHILDREN = EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

Number of Children Number Perééhtu

0 2 4.0

l -5 - 35 70.0

Over 5 13 _ 26,0
TOTAT, 50

‘n‘ N
L

A
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TABLE 11. NUMBER OF CHILDREN - CONTROL GROUP

Number of Children Number Percent
0 8 16.0
l -5 34 68.0
Over 5 8 16.0

G. Social Participation

Aside from the job, the church, as in many rural areas,
contributed greatly to the socialization of the participants
in the control group. The majority of the organizations to
which they belonged and the social activities which they
attended wére all church affiliated.

The Adult Basic Education class was another of the few

social outlets of which the control group took advantage.

For this reason, seemingiy, there were relatively few absean-
tees, and those who were absent usually sent explanations by -
friends for their not being in attendance.

Other community interests included the Parent-Teacher

Associétion and Headstart. Membership in such organizations

seemingly corresponded with the participants' prevailing$ﬁ

e
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attitude of devotion to their‘children. Periodically a
number of participants attended the meetiﬁgs of these
organizations after leaving adult class.

Apart from thgir job activities, thé participants of
the experimental group had numerous opportunities for social
participétion; The majority lived in project housing facil-
ities located near the heart of téwn. The community YMCA
located nearby offered various activities for the partici-
pants as well asltheif children.

The church and its related orgénizations provided other
social opporfunities for these participants. In addition
to the activities of the church, there were lodge organi--
zations to which a number of the participants actively
belonged. |

The adult class was one of many activities with which

the participants of the experimental group engaged.
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WITH EMPLOYMENT

TABLE 12. COMPARISON OF NUMBER OF CHILDREN

CONTROL_GROUP

EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

No. of | Em=- Unem~ Total | No. of | Em=~ Unem- Total
Chil=- | ployed | ployed Chil- | ployed |ployed

dren dren

None 6 2 8 None 2 0 2

l -5 20 14 34 l -5 22 13 35
Over 5 7 1 8 Over 5 5 8 13
TOTALS 33 17 50 TOTALS 29 21 50

Of the 50 adults comprising the control group, eight

were reported as having no children; two of the eight were

unemployed while six were employed.

Of the thirty~four adults with one to five children,

twenty were employed and fourteen were unemployed.

The eight members of the control group with over five

children were reported as having seven adults employed while

one was unemployed.

Of the two adults in the experimental group with no

children, both had jobs.
Those thirty-five participants with one to five children

were reported as thirteen having no employment and twenty-two .

e e
-

Tree
PE Al




25
employed.
Thirteen participants of the experimental group were
reported as having over five children; five were employed
and eight wére unemployed.

TABLE 13. COMPARISON OF NUMBER OF CHILDREN WITH
MARITAL STATUS - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

Number of Married Not Liwving Unmarried Total
Children w/Spouse

None 1l 1l 0 2

l -5 21 9 5 35
Over 5 10 2 1l 13
TOTAL 32 12 6 50

- In the experimental group, 1 participant was married

with no children; twenty-one were married with 1 = 5 chil-

dren; ten participants were married with over 5 children.

Of those who had been mérried, but were not living with their
spouse, one had no children; nine participants had 1 - 5
children; and two partiéipants had over five children. Of
the participants who were married, five had 1 - 5 chiidren;

and one had over five children.
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TARLE 14. COMPARISON OF NUMBER Or CHILDREN WITH
MARITAL STATUS - CONTROL GROUP

Number of Married Not Living Unmarried Total

children w/Spouse

None 1 0 7 8
l -5 22 9 3 34
Over 5 7 0o 1l 8
TOTAL 30 9 11 50

Of those participants in the control group, 1 partici=-
pant was married with no children 22 were married with 1 -
5 children; and 7 were married with over 5 children. Of
those who had been married, but were not living with their
spouse, 9 ﬁad 1 = 5 children. Of the participants who were
unmarried, 7 had no children; 3 had 1 - 5 children; and 1
had over 5 children.

TABLE 15. COMPARISON OF EMPLOYMENT WITH
MARITAL STATUS - EXPERIMENTAL GROUP

Marital Status Employed Unemployed Total -
Married 18 . 14 32
Not Living w/Spouse 7 5 12
Unmarried 4 2 6

TOTAL 29 21 50,

AN




27
Of the participants in ﬁhe experimental group who were
married, 18 were employed, l4 were unempleed. Of those who
had been married, but were not living with their spouse, 7
were enmployed, 5 were unemployed. Of the participants who
were unmarried, 4 were employed, 2 were unemployed.

TABLE 16. COMPARISON OF EMPLOYMENT WITH
MARITAL STATUS - CONTROL GROUP

Marital Status Employed Unemployed Total
Married 18 12 30
Not Living w/Spouse 7 2 9
Unmarried 8 3 11
TOTAL 33 17 -~ 50

Of the participants in the control group who were married,
18 were.employed, 12 were unemployed. Of those who had been
married, but were not living with their spouse, 7 were employed,

2 were unemployed. Of the participants who were unmarried, 8

were employed, 3 were unemployed. '’
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TABLE 17. ATTENDANCE
SEPTEMBER 9 - MAY 5, 1969

GROUP TOTAL NUMBER OF DAYS ABSENT
Experimental 232
Control 188

During the 32 weeks of classes, there were 232 absen-

tees in the experimental group, an average of 5.8 absen-
ces per participant. 20 perceht of the experimental group,
10 participahts, had no absences during the 32 week.period.
For the same period, there were 188 absentees in the
control group, an average of 5.5 absences per participant.
32 percent  of the control group, 16 participants, had no

absences during the 32 week period.

TABLE 18. WITHDRAWALS AND NEW ADMISSIONS

GROUP WITEDRAWALS NEW ADMISSIONS
Male Female Male Female
Experimental 4 11 -2 5
TOTAL 15, TOTAL 7

control 10 9 1l 8
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During the 32 weeks of classes, there was a total of
15 withdrawals in the experimental group. Of these 15, four
were male, 11 were female. There were 7 new admissions in
the experimental group. Of these 7, 2 were male, 5 were
female.

For the same period, there were 19 withdrawals in the
control group; Of these 19, 10 were male, 9 were female,
There were 9 new admissions in the control group. Of these
9, 1 was male, 8 were female.

During the 32 week period, there was a total of 34
ﬁithdrawals and 16 new admissions in both the experimentai
and control groups.

The reésons for student withdrawal fell into'four major
categories:

l.. Employment

2., Illness

3. Family

4. Lack of Interest

The explanation for the gross difference in withdrawals
" and new admissions is that the majority of the withdrawals

occurred during the final weeks of the program at which time

it was not feasible to admit new students.
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Of the 42 participants in the experimental group who
completed the program, 4 were male, and 38 were female.
There were 40 participants in the control group who

completed the program; of these, 3 were male, 37 were female.

H. Summary

The 50 participants of the experimental and the 50
participants of the control group were closely equated in
terms of age, marital status, number of children, employment
status, average grade completed, and sex distribution.

To summarize, the average adult participant in the ex-
periméntal group wass

1. 32.6 years old

2. Married with from one to five children

3. ﬁmployed

4. Had completed grade 8

5. Female

6. Reading on the 4.1 grade level

1. 30.9 years old
2. Married with one to five children
Employed

Had completed grade 8

The average adult participant in the control group was:s

e, L Sy <




W e
P A

31
Control Group Statistical Summary (Cont'd)

5. Female

6, Reading on the 3.7 grade level




CHAPTER III

BASIC EDUCATION IMPACT

During the initial phase of the program, the experimental
group, designated as B was divided into three separate groups,
I, II, and III, as was the control group, designated as A.

Group I in both the experimental and control groups repre-
sented the group with the highest grade equivalent in reading,

7.0 and above, based on the test performance on the Wide Range

Achievement Test. Group II represented the group with the

grade range of 4.0 - 6.8; and Group III represented the lowest
grade range in reading, 1.0 - 3.8, based on the test per-

formance on the Wide Range Achievement Test.

The teachers of Groups Aj; and Bj planned their work co-
operatively as did those in Groups Az and Bz. They prepared
similar class work for their students that was appropriate
and challenging, utilizing the same supplementary materials,
books, and eguipment. Close coordination of instruction was
necessary to assure that all {ieaching techniques were held
constant. It would have made absolutely no difference if one
teacherlin ths experimental group'would at any time exchange
materials with one teacher in the contrecl group. The material

presented to the experimental group was identical to the
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material presented to the control group. Every effort was
made to reduce the personality influence of the teachers
in the cdlassroom and to this end, the investigator reliéd
heavily on audio=visual aid equipment of all types - over-
head projectors, tape recorders, televisions, 16mm film
projectors. Audio-visual aid equipment was used the same
amount of time in each class and with identical lessons.
The same pattern holds true for reading, writing, and
arithmetic. In no instance did any group get exposed to
any learning to which the other group was not equal;y exposed.

Each teacher had 25 participants for two months and
then, after two months, they exchanged groups. The 50
participants in this group were exposed to the two teachers
for exactly the same amount of time.

At the end of the first four months, the two teachers

in the experimental group left Montgomery County and took

over the control group in Chambers County and the two teachers
ia Chambers County took bver the experimental group in S
Montgomery. It was so designed that the 100 participants

in the program were exposed to each of the four teachers

. for the same amount of time.:

The matrix on the following page is the essence of the

-

Y.
o

design. . W




34

Period Control Group Experimental Group

Teacher and Teacher and Teacher and Teacher and

Group I Group II Group I Group II i
ﬂ
First two Ayl - 25 A2 - 25 Byl - 25 By = 25
months |
Second two Az - 25 Ayl - 25 B2 - 25 By - 25 |
months
Third two  Bj = 25 By - 25 Ay - 25 Ay - 25
months - | |
|
Fourth two Bg - 25 B1 - 25 Ay - 25 Ayl - 25
months
Stipend $15 per week $15-25 per week
Based on performance
Note:

| Teachers in this design are designated Aj, A2, Bl, and B3j.
The numbers refer to the number of participants in each class.
All participants (100) are exposed to the four teachers for the
same amount of time.
Groups A3 and B3 were organized for a brief period to
allow the non-readers and low level readers in each county to
work in a more homogeneous group and to receive more individ-

valized instruction. They were later merged into Group A

and Group B2 respectively. The two additional teachers assigned

to these five adults offered them basic instruction in math-

ematics and reading. Vocabulary building was introduced

I N
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through the adoption of words found on various public signs -
"bus stop, dead end, ladies, caution, etc." They read words
from grocery and medicine labels, and studied other comﬁdnly
used words that they may have come in contact with in day-to-
day living; They progressed from two-letter words with the
same endings to three letter and larger words and finally to
sentences. Practice work in sentence writing included brief
notes to the teacher and social and business'letters.

The Adult Reader, a work book, provided these learners

with opportﬁnities for reading, w;iting, and word study drills.
The ma££ematics for Group III involved one and two digit

problems and simple word problems in addition, subtraction,

and finally multiplication and division. The basic objectives

were the same for this small group as they were for the two

larger groupsé however, the work was more appropriate and

challenging.

Each éubject area taught them was practical, based upon
some phase of daily living and it tended to draw upon those -
skills they had already learned. , (e.g., multiplication was
taught by means of adding numbers [é X3 =3+3 + 3]).

They héd acquired workable undérstandiné of addition prior

to the introduction of multiplication.

ey i
X
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During the second phase of the program, Group IITI was
integrated with Group II, making only two distinct groups
in each county.

Legsons for Groups I and IIwere prepared on the 6th
grade level at the beginnihg of the program; however, Group
II covered the material at a slower rate. During the second
phase of the program, Groups I and II progressed at Ehe same
rate of speed, and the classes' level of instruction was
elevated to the 8th grade. It was felt that the higher level
of academic work would offer greater challenge to the learner
than did the lower levels of instruction. After two months,
the class work was raised to the 10th grade level of instruct-
ion with the idea in mind that once again a greater challenge
was being introduced.

A. Reading

It was revealed through }nitial testing that 55‘percent
of the total population read below the 6th grade level = (52
percent of the experimental group; 58 percent of the control
' group.) Because this was an area of real need, much emphasis
was placed upon the development of tﬁese skills.

Objectives

1. To develop the ability and desire to express one's
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self correctly and to express ideas clearly in
daily communication.

2. To develop an appreciation for reading, keeping.
informed of current events and happenings in one's

ccuntry and the world.

3. To increase word power through the study of new
words.

4. To improve reading comprehension through the reading
of interest-provoking subjects.

During the first phase of classes, allvreading lessons
were on the 6th grade level. Stories were prepared on trans-
paré